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Correction to Reply Brief, page 3, second beginning paragraph 

More concretely with respect to claim 3, assume that the attenuation amount 
predetermined value is set to 16dB (a relative value that is a ratio of the input optical power and 
the output optical power). In such a case if a light is applied to the attenuator input of lOOOOdB, 
the light output level from the attenuator would be 254£dB. If a light of 2000«4©dB is applied the 
output level would be 50~1-§dB. The output level is dependent on the input level. In contrast, 
according to Ford if the output level is set to a predetermined level or existing level of -20dB (an 
absolute value, that is, the value of the optical power) and a light of 1QdB is input to the 
adjustable optical transmission unit, the unit provides a loss of 20dB, making the output level - 
212-GdB and when the input light is -10dB, the adjustable optical transmission unit provides a 
loss of 10dB resulting in an output level of -2120dB. As a result, in Ford, the output level is not 
dependent on the input level. The technique of claim 3 in setting the attenuation amount to a 
predetermined value is very different from the technique of Ford in setting an output level to a 
predetermined or existing value. 



